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Applicant(s) 



Interview Summary 



09/437,726 



STEMMER ETAL 



Examiner 



Art Unit 



Bradley L. Sisson 



1634 



All participants (applicant, applicant's representative, PTO personnel): 

(1) Bradley L Sisson . ^) 

(2) Christopher M. Holman. Reg. No. 40,021 . (4) 

Date of Interview: 04 March 2002 . 

Type: a)IS Telephonic b)D Video Conference 

c)D Personal [copy given to: 1)Q applicant 2)D applicant's representative] 

Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: d)D Yes e)D No. 
If Yes, brief description: . 

Claim(s) discussed: 27 . 

Identification of prior art discussed: Minshull et al. (WO 97/35966). Spreitzer (Anna R w Plant F 
S/o/J. and Wolteretal. (PNAS. USA) . : 

Agreement with respect to the claims f)D was reached, g)^ was not reached. h)D N/A. 



necessary for applicant to provide a separate record of the substance of the interview(if box is 







Examiner Note: You must sign this form unless it is an 
Attachment to a signed Office action. 




Examiner's signature, if required 
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PTO-413(Rev. 03- 98) 



Interview Summary 



Paper No. 20. 



summary of Record of Interview Requirement 



a r/lmnio/ E ?« m """» p 'o<*<*™ (MPEP), Section 713.04, Substance of Interview Must be Made of Record 

Title 37 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) § 1.133 Interviews 

. . Paragraph (b) 

aiiu • . iui u r, 37 CFR §1.2 Business to be transacted in writino 

crcumstances dictate, the Form should be mailed promptly after the interview rather than with the next official cinmurtcSto 

The Form provides for recordation of the following information: 

- Application Number (Series Code and Serial Number) 

- Name of applicant 

- Name of examiner 

- Date of interview 

- Type of interview (telephonic, video-conference, or personal) 

- Name of participants ) (applicant, attorney or agent, examiner, other PTO personnel etc ) 

- An indication whether or not an exhibit was shown or a demonstration conducted 

- An identification of the specific prior art discussed 

~ ^Jrhr^n?nf W . hether f agre 5 ment ^ reached and if S0 ' a descri Ptf°n <* the general nature of the agreement (may be by 

^ > ^ *™»t as to alioUlity isUaS^nd does 

- The signature of the examiner who conducted the interview (if Form is not an attachment to a signed Office action) 

^Thri^^l P t K? h C ° rd f ° n °/ the SUbStanCe 0f any interview should include at least the f °"owing applicable items- 
1 A brief description of the nature of any exhibit shown or any demonstration conducted 

2) an identification of the claims discussed, 

3) an identification of the specific prior art discussed 

4> fnti^ 0f 3 Substa "« ve nat - «■ -'ess these are a.ready described on the 

5) a brief identification of the general thrust of the principal arguments presented to the examiner 

(The identification of arguments need not be lengthy or elaborate. A verbatim or highly detailed description of the arauments is not 

Snt "!! ar9UmentS iS SUffiCient if the 9 eneral nature ° r th ^t of the princTpa a guments mlde tote 

exam ner can be understood in the context of the application file. Of course, the applicant may desire to emXsize and fuHv 
fti . n ^ ,h .° Se ar 9 uments he ° r sh * feels were or might be persuasive to the examiner ) em P hasize ^ W 

6) a general indication of any other pertinent matters discussed and 

?) Sto S!: 9enera ' reSUltS ° rOU,COme of the interview unless already described in the Interview Summary Form completed by 

Examiner to Check for Accuracy 
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Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an 
agreement was reached, or any other comments: Mr. Holman expressed concern over the Office action of 19 
December 2001 being made final and yet it contained an art rejection which was newly made. Mr Sisson indicated 
that the art-based rejection was precipitated by the amendment of 09 October 2001 . Mr. Sisson requested that if Mr 
Holman wanted to have the Office reconsider the finality of the last Office action, that a request for such should be 
made and that the request should indicate how the finality was improper. 

Mr. Holman indicated agreement with a point of argument that the Office had used in the now-withdrawn enablement 
rejection in that many individuals had tried to develop enhanced Rubisco yet had been met with much difficulty and a 
general lack of success. Mr. Holman indicated that unlike the characterization of the prior art, applicant has been 
successful in finding rubisco enzymes that have enhanced properties. Mr. Sisson suggested that applicant consider 
filing a declaration under 37 CFR 1.132 providing evidence as to how applicant has been successful in overcoming a 
long-felt need. Mr. Holman indicated that he anticipated applicant refiling the instant application and that a declaration 
would be provided at that time. 
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